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Sxjmmary 

A  study  of  several  townships  in  a  few  selected  counties  revealed  the 
following  trends  in  land  tenure  from  1941  to  1943: 

The  proportion  of  full  oivners  increased  in  Ward  County,  North  Dakota,  and 
Brookings  County,  South  Dakota,  but  decreased  in  Lancaster  County,  Nebraska 
and  Dickinson  County,  Kansas, 

The  proportion  of  part  owners  increased  in  each  of  these  four  counties, 
although  only  slightly  in  Lancaster, 

The  proportion  of  tenants  decreased  in  Ward  and  Brookings  but  increased 
in  Lancaster  and  Dickinson. 

The  proportion  of  ovmer- operated  land  increased  in  liTard  and  Brookings 
but  decreased  in  Lancaster  and  Dickinson. 

Tv/o-thirds  of  those  operators  in  Ward  County  v/ho  were  involved  in  a 
change  in  tenure  status  from  1941  to  1942  were  tenants.    About  two-thirds  of 
these  tenants  became  part  owners,  the  others  became  full  oT'mers.    In  Dickinson 
County,  on  the  other  hand,  two-thirds  of  those  operators  involved  v/ere  owners 
and  nearly  all  of  these  became  part  oivners*     In  both  Ward  and  Dickinson  those 
operators  who  became  part  ovmers  secured  larger  farms. 

The  average  size  of  farm  increased  in  three  of  the  counties,  but  remained 
the  same  in  Brookings.    Part  owners  had  the  largest  farms  in  all  four  counties. 
There  was  a  considerable  decrease  in  the  proportion  of  small  farms  in  Ward,. 
Lancaster  and  Dickinson. 

Farmers  in  Brookings  and  Dickinson  who  remained  at  the  same  location  tended 
to  adjust  to  a  more  medium-siEed  farm.    This  trend  was  not  so  apparent  in  Ward 
Covmty. 

The  majority  of  the  operators  who  quit  farming  and  who  started  farming 
were  tenants  on  small  farms. 

The  transfer  of  land  from  one  landlord  to  another  was  accompanied  in  the 
majority  of  cases  by  a  change  in  tenant. 


r 


TRENDS  BT  lAm  TENURE 
FOR  THE  PERIOD  1941  TO  1943  l/ 

Introduction 

This  is  an  exploratory  study  to  determine  current  trends  in  land  tenure, 
using  AAA  records  as  a  source  of  information.    As  additional  counties  are 
surveyed,  more  study  also  v.dll  be  given  to  the  significance  of  these  trends  and 
to  the  forces  bringing  them  about. 

The  follovdng  townships  were  included  in  this  study;    Tatman,  Afton  and 
Anna  townships  in  V/ard  County,  North  Dakota;  Argo,  Aurora  and  Oakwood  town- 
ships in  Brookings  County,  South  Dakota;  Yankee  Hill  Tovmship  in  Lancaster 
County,  Nebraslca;  and  Hope  and  Newbem  townships  in  Dickinson  County,  Kansas • 
Some  information  also  was  secured  for  Stevens  Creek  Tovmship,  Lancaster  County* 
\Vhen  reference  is  made  to  the  situation  within  a  county'',  specific  data  are 
alv/ays  for  the  tcArnships  listed  above  and  not  for  the  entire  county.  The 
townships  studied  ?dthin  any  single  county  showed  reasonably  comparable  trends* 
No  attempt  has  been  made,  hoivever,  to  show  the  larger  areas  represented  by 
these  tovm ships* 

The  terms  full  ovmer,  part  owner,  and  tenant  are  used  as  defined  in  the 
Census,, 

Trends  in  Land  Tenure  in  Selected  Townships 
The  proportion  of  full  owners  in  Ward  County,  North  Dakota,  increased 
from  20  percent  in  1941  to  28  percent  in  1942  and  to  30  percent  in  1943,  A 
similar,  although  somevj-hat  less  pronounced  trend,  vras  experienced  in  Brookings 
County,  South  Dakota,  where  the  proportion  increased  from  24  percent  in  1941 

l/  This  is  a  preliminary  report  on  a  project  to  measvire  trends  in  land 
tenure  on  a  regionwide  basis.    Field  v/ork  on  this  project  was  done  by 
Lyman  Wallin,  Ed  Paul,  and  Robert  Berger,  who  also  took  part  in  the  analysis 
of  the  data. 
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to  31  percent  in  1943.    In  contrast,  the  proportion  of  full  owners  in 
Lancaster  County,  Nebraska,  decreased  from  25  percent  in  1941  to  20  percent 
in  1943,    Similarly,  the  proportion  in  Dickinson  County,  Kansas,  decreased 
from  36  percent  in  1941  to  30  percent  in  1943  (table  1). 

The  proportion  of  part  ov/ners  increased  in  each  of  these  four  counties, 
although  the  gain  was  small  in  Lancaster  and  Brookings* 

The  proportion  of  tenants  decreased  in  Ward  County  from  58  percent  in 
1941  to  37  percent  in  1943,    The  decrease  in  Brookings  County  was  from  61 
percent  in  1941  to  52  percent  in  1943.    Tenancy  increased  in  Lancaster  and 
Dickinson,  although  only  slightly  in  the  latter  county* 

In  V/ard  and  Brookings  the  proportion  of  ov/ner- operated  land  increased 
greatly  while  in  Lancaster  and  Dickinson  there  was  an  increase  in  the  pro- 
portion of  tenant  operated  land. 

The  question  arises  abotit  the  manner  in  which  changes  occur  in  the 
proportion  of  operators  in  the  three  tenure  groups.    Betv/een  1941  and  1942, 
24  operators  in  V/ard  County  were  involved  in  a  change  in  tenure  status.  Of 
these,  3  full  owners  became  part  owners,  3  part  owners  became  full  ov;ners  and 
of  18  tenants  13  became  part  owners  and  5  full  ovmers.    Brookings  County  follow 
this  same  general  pattern.    Somewhat  in  contrast  ie  Dickinson  County.    Of  13 
full  owners  10  beceme  part  ovmcrs  and  3  became  tenants.    Of  3  part  owners  one 
became  a  full  ovmer  and  the  other  2  became  tenants.    Each  of  the  3  tenants 
became  a  part  owner* 

The  3  full  owners  in  Ward  County  who  became  part  owners  increased  their 
size  of  farm.    Two  of  the  3  part  owners,  after  they  became  full  owners,  had 
the  same  size  farm,  but  the  third  secured  a  smaller  farm.    Only  one  of  the 
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five  tenants  who  became  full  owners  increased  the  size  of  his  farm,  the  others 
secured  the  same  size  farm.    Of  the  13  tenants  who  became  part  owners,  11 
increased  their  size  of  farm.    In  Dickinson  County,  9  of  the  13  full  ovmers 
who  became  part  ovmers  increased  their  size  of  farm.    The  3  full  owners  who 
became  tenants  secured  the  same  size  faniio    About  this  same  pattern  also  was 
found  in  Dickinson  County  from  1942  to  1943. 

The  average  size  of  farm  increased  in  three  of  the  counties  but  remained 
the  same  in  Brookings  (table  2).    The  size  of  full  o^Tier,  part  mner  and 
tenant  operated  farms,  vdth  some  exceptions,  tended  to  follov;  the  same  general 
trend  as  the  average  for  any  coiinty.    Part  ovmer  operated  farms  averaged 
larger  in  size  than  those  operated  by  full  ovmers  and  full  tenants.    There  was 
a  considerable  decrease  in  the  proportion  of  faras  160  acres  or  less  in  size 
in  Ward,  Lancaster,  and  Dickinson  counties  (table  3). 

The  number  starting  to  farm  betv/een  1941  and  1943  in  ISam^mmit  Brookings 
exceeded  the  number  quitting,  v/hile  in« Lancaster  and  Dickinson  the  opposite 
trend  occurred.    A  large  majority  of  both  those  farmers  quitting  and  those 
starting  to  farm  in  these  counties  were  tenants  on  the  smaller  farms. 

Among  the  operators  in  Ward  County  who  farmed  all  three  years  but  made 
some  change  in  the  size  of  their  farm,  54  percent  increased  the  size  of  farm, 
35  percent  decreased  the  size  and  11  percent  increased  the  size  in  1942  but 
decreased  again  in  1943.    In  Brookings  County,  44  percent  increased  the  size 
of  their  farms  vfhile  56  percent  decreased  the  size.    In  Dickinson  County,  62 
percent  increased  and  38  percent  decreased  the  size. 

Among  those  operating  units  in  Brookings  and  Dickinson,  which  changed  in 
size,  but  were  under  the  same  operator  all  three  years,  there  was  a  tendency 


for  the  smaller  farms  to  increase  in  size  and  for  the  larger  farms  to  decrease 
in  size.    In  Ward  County,  however,  there  was  less  of  a  tendency  for  the 
smaller  farms  to  become  larger  although  some  of  them  did,  while  many  of  the 
larger  farms  tended  to  become  still  larger. 

Although  161  operators  quit  farming  v/ithin  the  areas  between  1941  and  1943, 
there  appears  to  be  no  predominant  reason  for  doing  so.    Thirty- seven  moved 
elsewhere  to  farm,  but  the  specific  reason  for  doing  so  could  not  be  determined*. 
The  majority  of  the  operators  who  quit  farming  and  the  majority  of  those  v/ho 
started  faiTning  were  tenants  on  small  farms. 

The  county  government  v/as  the  largest  seller  of  land  in  Ward  County  until 
about  the  middle  of  1942,  but  since  then  individuals  and  corporations  have 
become  more  important.    Individuals  and  corporations  have  been  the  leading 
types  of  sellers  in  Brookings  County,  v/hile  in  Lancaster  and  Dickinson 
individuals  have  been  the  important  sellers. 

Farmers  were  the  largest  class  of  buyers  in  Ward  and  Brookings  counties, 
although  in  1942,  many  buyers  in  Brookings  County  were  nonoperators ,  Non- 
operatcrs  were  by  far  the  largest  class  of  buyers  in  Lancaster  and  Dickinson 
counties. 

A  very  high  percentage  of  the  land  had  the  same  ovmer  and  same  operator 
from  one  year  to  the  other*    Nevertheless,  Brookings,  Lancaster,  and  Dickinson 
had  from  16  percent  to  19  percent  new  operators  from  1942  to  1943.  9lm 
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Table  2,-  Average  size  of  farm,    by  tenure  of  operator^  selected  townships, 
Yfard  County,  North  Dakota,  Brookings  County,  South  Dakota,  Lancaster  County, 
Nebraska  and  Dickinson  County,  Kansas,  1941-1943 


Area  *  All  farms  '  Full  owners  '  Part  owners  *  Tenants 


Ward  county  townships 

1941  494  370  708  458 

1942  548  382  771  492 

1943  636  405  704  495 

Brookings  county  townships 

1941  285  231  395  279 

1942  284  230  406  271 

1943  284  240  370  280 


Lancaster  county  townships 

1941  174  151  294  171 

1942  184  146  340  175 

1943  192  155  316  190 

Dickinson  county  townships 

1941  234  231  343  182 

1942  247  227  345  200 

1943  258  248  341  214 


Source*    County  AAA  records. 


o 
o 


CO 
C7> 


o 

r\  1 

CO 

'  1 

CJJ 

 1 

r— 1 

O 

'* 

•r  ! 

1 — 1 

r— < 

** 

*' 

to 

-P 

V.  } 

5:1 

rH 

0 

C\2 

— u 

r 

pH 

CO 

CD 

u 

$H 

CO 

rH 

.  T 

HH 

1 — 1 

CJ 

iH 

0 

0 

CO 

;^ 

rH 

•H 

ij 

u 

rH 

m 

st< 

CJ> 

iH 

*< 

to 

-P 


7:^  cr. 
o 
c 


i.H : 


o 


-p 
o 


-p 
o 

CM 


« 

-p 


-p 
o 


• 

-p 
o 
a, 


o 


-p 

o 


0 


O  CVJ  CV3  rH  O  10 
•  ••••• 

O  t>  CX)  CD  »H 
O  to  eo  fH 


O  Cr>   00  rH  iH 

•  o    •     •    •  • 

O  CO 

O  to 


O  00  rH  O 

•  •  •  •  • 

O  10  CO  Csj  CO 

O  ^  r-i 


O  rH  O  CD  eo  O 

»    •  •  •  • 

O  fH  CO  CO  <^J 

O  to  CO  rH 


0 

CD 

to 

CO 

0 

CO 

CO 

10 

0 

0 

iH 

00 

0 

0 

0 

rH 

CO 

0 

to 

10 

t>- 

t-i 

CO 

0 

CO 

CO 

CO 

0 

CO 

cr> 

CD 

0 

to 

CO 

rH 

8 

to 

iH 

0 

fH 

0 

10 

rH 

iH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

CO 

0 

CO 

rH 

CO 

CO 

CO 

rH 

CD 

co 

rH 

CO 

CO 

to 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

0 

CO 

CD 

to 

to 

rH 

CD 

to 

10 

00 

CO 

rH 

0 

CO 

(H 

CO 

rH 

iH 

fH 

iH 

10 

CO 

pH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

O  O 


• 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0  0 

0 

0 

0 

000 

0 

CO 

to 

CO 

CO  0 

0 

lO 

0- 

-p 

• 

* 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

a 

• 

• 

• 

0 

0 

0 

CO 

0 

lO 

0 

LO 

CO 

CO 

CO 

rH 

0 

fH 

CO 

CO 

0 
rH 

CO 

rH 

rH 

CO 

rH 

0 
rH 

LO 

CO 

0 

0 

CO 

00 

0 

0 

CO 

0 

0 

0 

0 

rH 

CO 

CO 

CO 

0 

0 

0^ 

LO 

CO 

CO 

0 

• 

• 

0 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

« 

V 

« 

• 

(J) 

CO 

CO 

lO 

QJ 

iH 

C<J 

C'J 

CO 

rH 

rH 

10 

CO 

00 

rH 

rH 

C  J 

to 

CO 

LO 

CO 

rH 

rH 

iH 

rH 

CD 

0 

CD 

CO 

0 

fH 

CO 

CO 

CD 

CD 

CO 

CO 

0 

CO 

0 

CO 

0 

# 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

# 

• 

• 

• 

• 

> 

( 

• 

• 

0 

0 

CO 

rH 

CO 

C_J 

CO 

nT 

0 

rH 

CO 

rH 

CD 

CO 

8 

cc 

fH 

0 

CO 

rH 

rH 

0 

CD 

CO 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

CO 

CD 

CO 

CD 

0 

CO 

LO 

CO 

CO 

LO 

CO 

rH 

CO 

A 

• 

# 

• 

• 

• 

• 

# 

• 

• 

• 

• 

0 

CD 

CO 

CO 

rH 

LO 

1 — 1 

rH 

fH 

CD 

CO 

CD 

0 

CO 

LO 

CO 

0 

CO 

rH 

0 

LO 

CO 

rH 

t  rN 
LO 

CO 

LO 

rH 

f  1 

1  f 

rH 

CO 

00 

00 

CO 

o 

CO 

0 

LO 

rH 

cn 

CT) 

0 

CD 

rH 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

♦ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

m 

• 

• 

• 

LO 

CO 

CO 

CO 

0 

LO 

Oi 

CO 

rH 

CD 

rH 

CO 

CO 

CO 

rH 

0 

0 

CO 

rH 

0 

10 

CO 

rH 

CO 

CO 

LO 

rH 

rH 

rH 

cH 

rH 

CO 

rH 

0 

LO 

LO 

0 

CO 

cr> 

CD 

cn 

CT) 

CO 

O) 

CO 

CD 

CO 

10 

CO 

CO 

rH 

rH 

0 

0- 

CO 

CO 

l>~ 

0 

I-  1 

CO 

to 

rH 

to 

CO 

rH 

10 

CVJ 

CO 

LO 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

0 

CO 

0- 

CD 

CD 

CO 

CD 

0 

CD 

0 

CD 

CV3 

LO 

10 

. — ! 

0^ 

0 

CD 

0 

00 

LO 

to 

LO 

0 

LO 

rH 

0 

<Ji 

LO 

CO 

rH 

c 

LO 

to 

CD 

0 

rH 

CO 

CO 

fH 

rH 

0 

CVJ 

CO 

CO 

rH 

0 

rH 

rH 

CO 

CO 

CVJ 

0 

CO 

CO 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

LO 

CO 

cn 

CO 

LO 

CO 

CD 

■rH 

rH 

CD 

CO 

0 

CO 

CO 

LO 

CO 

<s 

i- 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

» 

• 

• 

• 

10 

CO 

to 

CO 

rH 

rH 

0 

rH 

0 

00 

rH 

CO 

r-i 

iH 

CO 

CO 

CV2 

rH 

rH 

rH 

CO 

rH 

CO 

1 — 1 

CO 

CO 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

CO 

LO 

to 

0 

0 

CD 

Cv2 

CO 

a 

CO 

CD 

CD 

rH 

CO 

•y 

• 

• 

• 

• 

0 

•» 

• 

• 

• 

• 

'  • 

• 

> 

• 

CO 

CO 

LO 

Q 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

rH 

rH 

r  1 

CO 

..  J 

0 

CO 

CO 

rH 

rH 

rH 

0 

Oi 

iH 

rH 

0 

CO 

CO 

CO 

rH 

0 

CO 

.-H 

rH 

CQ 

CD 

U 

0 

(S 

CO 

0 

g  CD 

rH 

1 

rH 

fH 

<«; 

»4 


0 

0 

0 

CO 

00 

1 

CO 

CD 

1 

1 

1 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

CD 

CO 

CO 

rH 

CO 

CD 

0: 
O 


oi 

000 

CD  CVO  CO 
rH  CO 

i  I 


I 

o 


o 

CD 

I 


CD  cj 

CO 


CO 

CD 


(D 

(4 

0 

to 

d 

u 

0 

0 

CD 

CO 

CO 

rH 

CO 

CD 

0 

t 

1 

1 

1 

0 

rH 

rH 

fH 

•p 
u 

a 


i 


CD  CM  CO  rt< 
rH  CO  CD 


9 


CO 

-p 

§ 

o 

Eh 


to 
o 

0} 


O  O  O  O  tJ 

CD  CO  CO  'nI^  Pi 

fH  CO  •<;fi  CD  ctJ 

I  I  I 


I 

O 


CD  «\)  CO 

CO  CD 


«  V  •  • 


•    »  ' 


*     ■  • 


*■    «  • 


f     •  • 


t 


